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im SEALING DISPUTE.

Voluminous Correspond eoo Laid
Befori the Bouse.

X Qoestloa inimi HirloM Apet
.Te OIJtkMM mt CumU BUr4

Mala Isea
Plain Language.

"Waihwotok, July H The conespond-ne- e

between the State Department and the
British Government touching the He bring

ea negotiations u laid before the Iiouse
yeeterdey afternoon. It la extremely vol.

nslaoui, covering many hundred! of pages
mt typewritten manuscript It la aocompa-- .
anletf by a note from the Secretary of State
which atatea that the negotiation are atlll
la progress.

Tbe eorreapondenoa ronalata ot thirty let-He-

and telegrems. It beglna with a letter
ttrou Mr. Kdwarda. Secretary of the British
negation, to Mr. Blaine at iar Harbor, Au-u- st

It, 188a, ootuplalnlng that the United
rSttates erulaera have seised Hrltlah vessels
sa Bebrlng sea outside the three-mil- e limit
avad requesting by dlrccton nf Marquis

4? illabnry that stringent ordera be laaued to
rprt-vrn- t auch a ennro.

Mr. Blaine replied on August 14, 1(89, that
4he United State Government desires to
Slave auch an adjustment of the question
which will remove misunderstanding but

hat the President believes that the respon-
sibility for del y In the adjustment can not
be properly charged to the Unltrd States
sGovcrntnnt. He request that Mr.

express the satisfaction of the
CJnlttd States Government that Kir John
fauecefnte will be ready oa his return to
discus the wlii le question.

A letter from the Marquis of Salisbury to
3r. Kdwarda, dated October 2. H, states
that the British Government realises the
Importance of an International agreement
between the Unltnd Statea, Great Britain

ad Bussla on the subject, and says Paunco-aTnt- e

will be furnished the requisite Instruo-- .

lons In caae the Secretary of State dealrea
o entor upon the discussion. In another

dispatch of the same date be call attention
Co the leisure of the British sealera by
United Statea vessels outside of the three-vrtl- e

limit, and says that Secretary Bayard
stated unofficially thatnofurther aeisureaof
tthls character would be carried on pending

he discussion and expresses togret that this
understand Ing hat not been carried out II u

closes by a protest of the Government and
xpressrs the opinion of the G vernment

Shat tbe seen es were wholly unjustifiable.
Jlr. Edwards SMys of the assurance re-

ferred to above by Lord Salisbury that it
was an aasurancecomnittnlcuted unofficially

rto his Lordship by the United Statea Mini-
ster in Loudon an J also by Mr. Uayard to fclr

Lionel West In tbe month of April, 18--

In a Ions; letter, January 1, 1WM, Mr. Blnlne
trust Into a discussion of the general subject,
stating that the United States Government
on the eust, the Aleuts of Alaska and the
BusKlnn Government on the west of Bebr-
lng sen have until exercised tbe

right to tuke seals in the Bnhr-Ja- g

sen. Me says It was a caso of surprise
- the United States that the British Govern-enen- t

suoutd interfere to defend the Cans
dian vusscls In attempting to take seals In
.Beiiring sea. and save: "Whence did the
neblpt of Canndu derive the right to do In
1986 what they bad retrained from do-
ing for nearly ninety years? Up n
wnat ground dd her Majesty's Go-
vernment defend In IfWO a course I

In Bohring sea which she had cure-full- y

avoided ever since tlu discovery f
Sbatses? By what reasoning did her e

Government conclude thnt an act may
ie committed with impunity against the
(rights of the United Stutes which had never
Imen attempted against the sums rights
when be d by tbo Russian Government."

After a long statement i f the dsmnge to
for seala which has followed the Inoursiona
ot the British sealing vessels In the sea, he

ays: "The President does not conceive thut
tfcer Majesty's Government could In fact be
(less Indifferent to I bono results than Is the
Government of the United Mates. But he
slopes that ber Mnjrsty's Government will,
tW this trunk expression ot views,

vadily comprehend the position of the
Unit- - d St .tetouchln?th:s8eriousque4tlon.
Ih s Govern men' h s been te dy to concede
winch in order to uujunt all differences ( f
v eu-- s and In the JiidKinent of til I resident

tfiad Mlready piip sed a so utlon not only
equitible but generous. Thus far her

jnuiJi-Mty'- s Ht vernment hits declined to uc-ec-

the proposal of the United etat The
President now awalis with deep interest,
wet unmixed with solicitude, any proposl- -

, tion for reasonable udjustinent which her
Majesty's Government tnuy submit.

On February 1", 1890, Sir Julian Psancofote
sy In a letter to nr. Blaine that tbo British

Government la now ready to icaume tbe trl- -

Siartlto negotiations respecting tbe
ot a close time for the seal flab-crie-

which was commenced In 18S8 but d

for various causes, and suggests
' Sbat the negotiations bo resumed In Wash-Canto-

The next communication Is from Sir Julian
Fan neetote to Mr. Blaine, end Is marked,
"Received April 80, 1B99." Indicsting that
Meantime the negotiations had been In
sprogrcs. It begins by saying: "At the Isst
witting of tbe conference on the Behrlng's
iMa fisheries Is expressed doubt whether any
euraasement could be arrived at which
would be satisfactory to Canada." He tbua
proposed that a mixed conrolsslon be
sigreed upon to consider the whole question
ut sealing be anspended la Bebrlng sea
4ar.ngoeitain periods pending the work of
ghat commission.

In a letter dated May 22. ISM, Salisbury
to tbe arguments of Blaine la regard

Co the claim of exclusive rights to Bebrlng P
eea. He denies this claim and holds that

h&reat Britain has always maintained when
Questions arose the right to take seal In

jCBehrlng sea, snd, quoting a statement by
Sir. Blaine that the President believes all

sfriend.y nations will concede to tbe United
tbe same rights which were formerly

conceded to Bus-l- a in this matter, says:
"Her Majesty's Government will have no
dltnonlty la making snch a concession. Tbe
.right they have demsnded have been those
4C tree navigation and flatting in watera
which previous to their own acquisition ot

..Alaska, tbe United States deolared to be tree
and open to all foreign vessels."

Oa May 23, 18OT, Sir Julian Tauncefote la a
i letter to Mr. Blaine calls attention to news,
t paper reports that tbe United States crnls-'rsbsvsbe-

Instructed to prevent foreign
vvesnri entering npon seal fisheries la noa.
ttMo-Korta- waters, and ssys: "I am ln
t.racted by tbe Marquis or Salisbury to
state to yon that a formal protest by her
Majesty's Government against any such In-- 1.

rerence with Britl-- h vessels will be for.
warded to yon without delay." ,

1 o this Mr. Blaine, on Msy 29. replies In a
long cvniratnalcst on. In whleh he says: "la
era 1 am Instructed by tne President to pro-

se ga not tbe eour e ot tbe British Gov
rrament In authorising, encoursging snd
protecting vessels wh cb are not only Inter-
fering wlih American rignta la tbe Hebrlng
swa, but doing vl lenee e rights of tbe

rvil:i-- J wond." Liesjy tint tbe President
U surprised at lbs protest of the

British since Lord Salisbury, oa Me
vember 11, 1887, in an offlclal
Interview with tbe Un'ted Mates Minister,
Phelps, cordially agreed that a coda for the
preservation of the seals should be adopted
and suggested that Minister Phelps should
present a system of regulations, which wss
done, and on February 21 Mr. I'be'ps noti-
fied Secretary Bayard that I.-r- Salisbury
aasests to tne proposition to establish a
elose time for far seals baiweea April M and
November 1 and between 160 to 170 degrees
of longitude, snd will cause an act to be
Introduced In Parliament to give effect to
this arrangement. He adds that on the fol-
lowing April 21 the Amerloan charge at
London was Ins ruoted that this plan would
be perfected by an order In council flvedsys
later; however, on April 28, the charge was
Informed that no action would be taken
until Canada Is heard from, and for several
weeks no further Information eou'd be had
on the subject lie waa finally told tlut tbe
Canadian Government objected to any such
restrictions and until her consent could be
had the British Government was not willing
to go Into tbe convention.

Mr. Blaine adds: "Can the Government of
the United States lie expected to accept as
final a decision ot the Government ot Groat
Britain tbat an agreement can not be ful-
filled because Canada objects? Tbe change
of policy would be by her Majesty's Govern-
ment without notice and against the wish of
this Government, as, in the President's be-

lief, because ot all the differences thut have
followed. I am further Instructed by tbe
PreslJent to say that while the proposals of
April 20 can not be accepted. th United
States w U oontinue the negotiations In
hope ot reaching an agreement.

"The President's opinion, owing to tbe de-

lays for which th s Government Is not re-
sponsible, Is that It la too late to conclude
this season's work. He therefore proposes
that her Majesty's Government do not per-
mit the vessels to enter the Behr ng's sea
this season in order to give time for nego-
tiations."

In reply to this Pannccfotc on June 3, says:
"Her BIsjosty's Government are quite wil-
ling to adopt all measures which shall be
satisfactorily proven to be necessary for the'
presoivat on ot the fur seal species, and to
enforce such measures on British subjects
by proper legislation. But t hey are not pro.
pared to agree to such a regulation as is suit-gente- d

In you' letter for the present fisher-
ies season, as apart from the considerations
there would be no legal power to enforce Its
observance on British subjects and British
vessels."

In reply Mr. Blaine states that the Presi-
dent greatly regrets that the British Gov-
ernment osn not agree to the proposition,
which would suspend what Lord Salisbury
described In 1883 as "the wanton destruction
of a valuable Industry." In a Ister note ho
suggests that if it is Impossible to, by legal
action, prevent British ships from engaging
in this fishing for a season the United States
Government would be satisfied with a sim-
ple proclamation requesting a suspension.
To this the Minister replies that he will for-
ward the suggestion and will, meantime,
withhold the protest which had been for-
warded him by tbe British Government

On June 14, however, he states in another
tetter tn it seeing oy tne pauiio press mat
the United Statos revenue cutters had been
dlsp itched to Bebrlng sea with Instruction
to sulzu British sealers, he cun not further
withhold tho formal protest of his Govern-
ment, which he accordingly presents. This
protest states that the British Government
desires an amicable adjustment of the
questions at Issue, but that it can not admit
the right of the Unitoi Stutts on its sole
motion ta restrict tbo navigation of Beh-
rlng's soa and adds: "The undersigned Is
in consequi-nc- Instructed formally to pro-
test against snob interference and to declare
thut hvr frltimnlc Majesty's Government
must hold tho United Stutes ret ponslble for
the consequences that may ensuu fr.m acts
whlc i are contrury to the estublishd prin-
cipals of law."

On June 27 Pauncefarte lays before the
Secretary of Stutn a counter proposition
from tho British Government relative to a
temporary adjustment of the mutter. It pro-pose- s

first a committee ot arbitration;
second, pending that arbitration all Inter-fiitonc- e

with British sealing vess ls shall
abso utely cease; and third, that If tho de-
cision I adverse to the United States It shall
compensate British subjects for their losses
in suspension ot operations during the pro-g- r

ss of the a- - bitratlon.
Mr. Blaine mukt-- s no direct reply to this

but on June no sends a twenty-si- x pugn
(type-writte- letter in which he goes Into n
detailed discussion of the history of Behr-
lng's sea and the ground which the UniteJ
Mutes has constantly taken In the matter
and closes by saying: "I am justified, tliore-- f

ire. In repeating the question addressed to
her Majesty's Government on the 2id of last
January and which is still unanswered
Whence did the ship of Canada derive the
tight to do In 1886 wnat they had retrained
from doing for ninety years? Upon what
ground did lhat Government defend In W&A it
course In Bohring sea which had been

avoided ever since the discovery of
that sea? By what reason did hor Majesty's
Government conclude tbat an act msy be
committed with Impunity against tho right
of the United Statea which had never boon
attempted against the same rights when
held by the Uutsiun Km pi re?"

1 he closing letter ot the series is dated
Bar Harbor, July 19, and Is addressed to Sir
Jul. an Puuneefote. In it Mr. Blaine dis-
cusses tbe question as to the breaking of
the negotiations which were In progress in
1839 and which were understood by
this Government to have been sus-
pended owing to the refusal ot Canada
to agree to them and otters lengthy

of the matter closes by saying:
"The interposition of tbe wishes of a Brit-
ish province against a convention between
two nations which, according to tbo United
States Minister (Puelps), has been virtually
greed upon exeept as to details, wss In the
csldent's belief a grave Injustice t the

United States."

More Favorable Report.
Omaha, Neb., Julr 24. The fort

nightly crop report of tbe Union X'aciflc
freight department shows a much more
favorable state of affairs than in the
previous report Wheat is about har-
vested in many localities along tbe
branches north of Columbus and Grand
Island. Tbe crop has done splendidly
and the yield will be a full average,
probably fifteen to twonty bushels to
the acre. In other realities the dry
weather early in ths) season seriously
affected the crop and Uie yield will not
be more than one-tblr- d to one-ha- lf an
average. West of Kearney the yield ia
merely nominal except in a few local-
ities.

Rain la lexa.
Sax Arrosio, Tex., Jnly 24. Sain

commenced falling here yesterday after-
noon, continuing throughout tbe night.
Judging from the drift of the clouds and
the reports which have been received
here tbe downpour has been general
throughout this sectlo of Texas. II
came just in time.

THE "FAIR TRADERS."
A Small Faction ef English Tories Who Far

Blah Literature For American Protee
tlonlsta.
There has recently apron? up in En-gla-nd

a small faction of Tory politi-
cians who call themselves "Fair
Traders.'' These men are protection-
ists, but they do not talce that name in
an atmosphere where protection is an
out-wor-n superstition, discarded alike
by the Tory Lord Salisbury and the
Liberal Gladstone.

The "Fair Traders" have only come
to the surface within the past few
years, and are totally without influence
upon the policy of England. However,
they have started a little paper and are
determined to make themselves heard.
This little paper is never heard of on
this side of the water, except when it is
approvingly quoted by our protectionist
organ, the "American Economist," to
show, forsooth, that England is going
to adopt the great protectionist system.

It may be said in passing that it is a
most singular thing to see the Econo-
mist expressing pleasure over what it
fanoies to be tbe growth of protection
in England. The Economist ought to
know that more than halt of our ex-

ports go to England, and that the adop-
tion of protection there would be very
harmful to us especially to our farm-

ers who produce about three-fourth- s of
our exports.

The "fair traders" consider the pres-
ent policy of England in trading with
other nations without any custom-hous- e

restrictions to be un'ust and unfair.
The goods of all countries are admitted
free into England, except a few revenue
articles; but nearly every thing manu-
factured and exported by England has
to meet heavy duties upon passing into
other nations. This the "fair traders"
say is unfair, and they propose to make
it fair, and hence their name.

But how do they propose to make it
fair? Let us take an illustration from
our treasury reports for the fiscal year
ended June SO, 1S89. During that year
we bought in England, in round num-

bers, 321,000,000 worth of tin-plat- e, and
our Government made the American
buyers pay the farther sum of (7,340,000
as duty on it. Now we paid for our tin-plat- e,

not in money, but in American
products ot some kind. Let us say for
convenience that we paid it in flour.
The position ot the English "fair trader'
then would bo this: "We have sent
Americans 21,000, 000 worth of tin-plat- e,

but tbe American buyers were compelled
by their Government to pay $7,000, 000 for
the privilege ot trading with us and
that is unfair. But we will get even
with them; when they send over $21,- -
000,000 worth of flour to pay for that
tin-plat- e, we will make the English
bread-eater- s pay $7,000,000 extra for the
privilege ot buying broad. That will
make things oven. Let us have fair
trade."

Tbe absolute ignorance and stupidity
of such a proposition makes it almost
impossible to believe that there is any
one man on the earth who is capableof
such folly. "The American Govern-
ment makes it difficult for the American
people to can their fruit and vegetables
in our tin-plat- e; therefore we will make
it difficult for English workers to buy
American flour." The man who talks
that way is ready for a board of expert
physicians to examine into his mental
condition.

But it is talk of that kind that de-

lights the "American Economist," for
It is nothing other than the great
"American system," otherwise known
as "protection."

Tbe absurd position of the English
"fair trader" ia precisely the same as
that of the American protectionist; and
a fellow-feelin- g of stupidity makes
them wondrous kind to each other.

HUNGRY FOR BOUNTIES.

The Sugar Bounty Extended to the Maple
Sugar Men, and Other Applicants For
Public Pap Tut In Their Claim -- Now Let
the Growers of Wheat and Cotton Speak
Out McKlnley Makes a Weak Defense of
His Bounty By a MUttt Quotation From
Hamilton.
Once the Government starts out to

giving bounties there will be no point
at which it can stop without leaving
many unhappy bounty-hunte- rs grumb-
ling because they were left out in the
cold.

No sooner was it known tbat McKln-
ley gave a bounty of two cents a pound
on sugar than the Vermont people, who
produce a small quantity ot maple sugar,
beset tbe Senate Finace Committee and
pleaded to be included in the bounty
clause of the bllL

Of course they could bring forward
very strong arguments. "Why make a
discrimination against our maple sugar?
Is it not sugar, too, just as well as cane
or beet-ro-ot sugar? Does it not grow
out of the ground and American
ground at that? Does it not require
labor American labor? Why not put
all American sugar on the same footing?"

Well, the Senate committee said that
the maple sugar men had the better of
the argument, and so maple sugar goes
into ths bill for the two-ce-nt bounty on
every pound produced. Thus the makers
of maple sugar, as well as the growers ot
cane and beet-ro- ot sugar, are to be paid
to do tbeir own business paid out of
taxes collected from the people.

As thn Senate committee showed Itself
to be so generous to the maple sugar
men other bounty-hunter- s have come
forward to ask an extension of Govern-
ment charity. This time it is the
makers of grape sugar and glucose,
which are largely used to adulterate
other products. They have also an
American article, employ American la-

bor, and make a sugar too. Why should
they be left out? They are just as

thirsty for Government aid as any of ths
other sugar makers. Now let us see
whether the Senate committee can give
any good reason for not taking the grape
sugar and glucoso men in out of ths
cold?

If McKinley and his tariff-make- rs

were asked why it is necessary to give
a bounty on sugar they would talk
about our sugar-growe- rs not being able
to compete with the choap labor of ths
West Indies, South America and Ger-
many; and they would give you care-
fully constructed tables showing ths
wages of farm laborers in those coun-
tries Of course, they will say, our
sugar-growe- rs can not compete with ths
cheap labor, and therefore we must help
them in the unequal struggle by giving
them a bounty.

But does not McKlnley see that if ths
cheap-labo- r argument is to be used to
defend his sugar bounty, the same ar-
gument would apply equally well to tho
growers of wheat and cotton? Ths
growers of American wheat are com-
pelled to sell their crop in competition
with the cheap labor of Russia
and India; and the American cotton--

growers must meet on tho
wharves of Liverpool the cotton
produced by the miserably paid labor of
India and Egypt IIow can they do this
without a bounty? Are not the wheat
and cotton growers good and worthy
American citizens? Do they not give
employment to American labor?

When Mr. McKinley brought his Tar-
iff bill into the House he accompanied
it with a report in which he attempted
to bolster up his sugar bounty by quot-
ing Alexander Hamilton, and saying
that "the sanction of no higher author-
ity in American statesmanship could be
invoked."

Then he makes a quotation from
Hamilton in defense of bounties; but
the quotation itsolf shows in plain
black and white that Hamilton was ad-

vocating bounties "to stimulate and up-

hold new enterprises;" thoy were to bs
applied "to the acquisition of a new and
useful branch of industry," and Hamil-
ton's bounty was to bo "a temporary ex-
pense."

Seldom has a public man ever quoted
an authority so inaptly as McKinley
did in this caso; for sugar-growin- g li
not "a new industry" under tbo most
liberal interpretation of Hamilton's
words; and to speak of tho "acquisi-
tion" of it is simply a gross misuse of
the English language. Again, Hamil-
ton speaks of a "temporary" expense
for the establishment of an industry.
What right has McKinley to assume
that at the end of his fiftoen years'
bounty tho sugar-growin- g industry will
be any more able to stand on its own
feet than it is to-da- It has alroady
existed long enough to develop tbe nec-
essary skill; and it is folly to hope that
the bounty will havo the sligbtost ef-

fect in developing a groater dogroe of
skill in our sugar-makin- g process, or
that this greater skill will be added as
a permanent factor to the wealth-producin- g

capacity of tho Nation.
As the matter stands McKlnley gives

the sugar men $7,000,000 a year out of
the people's taxes; but bow much that
will grow to in fifteen years nobody
knows. It may be twice as much or it
may be ten times as much, lint if the
sum should even remain the samo, that
wouia mean ciuj.uuo.ouu tor tne nueon
years which is certainly an enormous
sum to pay people for doing their own
private business.

McKinley, however, is a champion
when itcome8 to knocking out a surplus.
But he sees tbat the people are going to
object to giving away this enormous
sum of money; and so he fixes the dona-

tion for a period of fifteen years, hoping
tbat thereby futuro Congresses can not
undo his iniquitous bounty giving.

Smuggling at New York.
Extensive smuggling of clothing haf

been detected by the Government off-

icials in New York. Tho stewards, cooks
and other employes of the great ocean
steamers were hired to bring over ths
bundles of clothing, which were finally
carried ashore in bundles of linen for
tho laundry.

The thing has boen going on for a
long time, but the recent soizure of a
number of bundles of clothing and ths
arrest of several of tho guilty persons
will make the smugglers lie low for the
future, and all orders for smuggled
clothing will doubtless be "declared off."

But how does it happen that men find
it profitable to smuggle? Have not the
protectionist politicians been telling us
all along tbat clothes are as cheap here
as in Europe?

There must be some mistake about
that The smugglers are standing
proof that this is all poppycock. The
smugglers are, in their way, a capital
tariff reform argument

As a matter ot fact clothing cost about
twice as much here as in England; and
this can be proven over and over again.

But McKinley himself gives tbe best
answer to this false claim of his pro-

tectionist brethren he raises the high
duty on clothing to a still higher point
and tells us boldly in his tariff speech:
"We want no return to cheap times in
our own country."

If clothing were the aame prioe here
as in Europe the smuggler's occupation

and McKinley's too, for that matter-wo- uld

be gone.

Tbe home producers, by trusts snd
combinations, limiting production, forc-

ing idleness, or half-tim- e work on theli
operatives, and maintaining prices a
fraction below the foreign price, with
ths tariff tax and the cost added, pocket
all that Congress authorizes them to
compel the people to pay.

CROP PROSPECTS.
The Latest Reports Skew a Falling Off

Owing to the Contlnaed Dry Weather.
Chicago, July SO. The following ap-

pears in the Farmer's Review: The ma-
jority of our correspondents in Missouri
Kentucky and Minnesota report local
showers that have in a measure revived
parched fields. One-thir- d of our Ohio
correspondents report local rains, but
tho uniform report from other parts of
the State is, "very dry." Except in a
few scattering counties drought is gen-
eral throughout Illinois, Indiana, Iowa
and the Dakotas.

The effect of this widespread drought
is most marked upon the potato crop,
tho present condition of which is 40 per
cent lower than last year at this season.
From tho present outlook the Dakotas
and Minnesota are the only States that
promise any thing like a fair crop.

A groat decline has taken place ia
the condition of corn during the past
two weeks. The Dakotas are the only
States that apparently maintain a high
average, and in these States the condi-
tion is not uniform. The reports from
a few counties aro from SO to 75 percent
below the average, while in tho majority
ot instances the reports rango from
100 to 125 per cent Since our last re-

port the general averages have fallen
off 15 points in Ohio, Kentucky and Ne-
braska; in Kansas the decline amounts
to 1S5 points; in Illinois, Indiana, Mis-
souri and Minnesota it ranges from 5 to
10 points.

No marked change is obsorvablo in
Nebraska and Iowa reports relative to
spring wheat but in Minnesota and the
Dakotas tho averages of condition have
declined several points. We summarize
as follows the reports of our correspond-
ents:

Condition of potatoes Illinois, 40 per
cent; Indiana, 50; Missouri, 50; Ken-
tucky, 41; Kansas, 01; Minnesota, 87;
Dakota, 90; Nebraska, 50; Iowa, 08.

Condition of corn Illinois, 71 per
cent; Indiana, 811; Missouri, 70; Ohio,
HO; Kentucky, 00; Kansas, 50; Minne-
sota, 80; Dakota, 1)0; Nebraska, 75;
Iowa, 00.

Condition of spring wheat Minne-
sota, 70 per cent; Dakota, 81; Nebraska,
72; Iowa, 80.

COLLAPSED REVOLUTION.

The Argentine Rebellion Comes to a Sudden
End The Central American Rumpus.

London, July SO. It is officially an-

nounced that the British Foreign Office
bus roceived telegraphic advices from
Buenos Ayres that tbe revolution has
ended in the triumph of the Govern-
ment

Tbe Argentine legation in London re-

ceived last night the following tele-
gram signed by Minister of Finance
Garcia:

Bckxos AritES, July 29 The Government
Is completely victorious. The mutineers
have capitulated and depoalted their arms
In the arsenal. All rebellious superior of-

ficers will bu dismissed. The troops are re-
turning to their quarters under tbe com-
mand of loyal officers. Ihe minor officers
participating in the revolution will be trans-
ferred to positions of less Influence. The
forces tnobillzud by the Government are re-

turning to the provinces. Ihe political sit-
uation Is thoroughly consolidated. Tbe
capital and the whole country are tranquil.

CKXTKAI. AMKKICA.
City of Mexico, July 8a A private

telegram to a commercial house in this
city states tbat in Saturday's battle tbe
Salvadorians were defeated by the
Guatemalans and sustained a loss of
sixty killed, 200 wounded and a large
number of prisoners. The Guatemalan
loss was very light

Geronlmo Pou, agent of San Salvador,
says that in tbe eleven battles to date
the Salvadorians have come out victori-
ous. Tho Guatemalan army is fleeing
in all directions toward the intorior and
not a single Guatemalan soldier is left
on tbe frontier.

A revolution against Barrillas has
broken out in the Eastern Department
Several well known Generals head it
and tho downfall of the present Guate-
malan Government is considered mora
than probable. Barrillas is pleading
for foreign intervention in bis favor.

Disastrous Fire.
East Saoixaw, Mich., July 30. Yes-

terday afternoon fire originating from a
spark from a mill stack, destroyed
Owen, Hutchinson fc Cu's mill and

feet of lumber; Brown & Ryan's
mill, drill houses and 11,000,000 feet of
lumber; Nease & Son's mill and 3,000,-00- 0

feet of lumber, several small build-
ings and twenty freight cars belonging
to the Flint Jfc Marquotte Railroad Com-

pany.
The loss is about $535,000. Among

the heaviest losers are Owen Hutchin-
son Co., S200.000; John G. Owen, $19,-50- 0;

John G. Owen, two drill houses,
85,000; Nease Son. mill $40,000; Nease
& Son, lumber $39,000; Brown & Ryan,
mill $45,000, lumber $143,000; Brown fc

Ryan, salt block $8,000, drill house
$2,500, wood $2,000, ten dwellings $3,000.

The insurance will not nearly cover the
loss.

Dynamiter Mooney Drowned.
New Yokk, July 80. James Mooney,

the dynamiter, was drowned in the surf
at Rockaway Sunday and his body has
not been recovered. He attained bis
greatest public notoriety a few years
ago by his attempt to blow up tbe Brit-
ish steamship Queen while she was at
her wharf In ths North river and about
to sail for Liverpool. He approached
ths ship In a row boat and the explo-
sives, which be fired under her bows,
created a panic on board, but did no ser-

ious damage. He was arrested and his
counsel entering a plea of insanity be
was sent to a lunatic asylum. He was
was recently released on tbe certificates
of physicians stating that be bad fully
recovered.


